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TESTIMONY 


TAKEN   BEFORE   A 


COMMITTEE  OE  THE  HOUSE  OE  DELEGATES 


OF   MARYLAND, 


©K 


CONTESTED    ELECTIONS 


COMMITTEE    ON  CONTESTED    ELECTIONS. 


ANNAPOLIS, 

Tuesday,  January  24th,  1860. 

Thu  Cdiiiiuittee  on  Elections  met  for  the  ])urpo8e  of  taking 
evidence  in  the  Contested  Election  Casey  of  Jarrett  vs.  Pur- 
nell,  and  Kerr  vs.  Gaither. 

Present — Messrs.  Freaner,  Gordon,  Hardimj,  Croldsborough, 
Wilson,  of  Harford,  and  Medders. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Gordon, 

The  Committee  decided  that  the  two  cases  shonld  he  taken 
up  together,  so  far  as  the  election  in  the  city  of  Baltimore  is 
concerned,  and  that  the  evidence  shall  apply  to  both  cases,  so 
far  as  it  may  he  api)licable. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Gordon, 

The  Committeedecided  that  counsel  sliould  he  allowed  to  ob- 
ject to  the  admissiliility  of  any  })rej)ared  i'vidonce,and  that  upon 
such  ohjection,  tlie  Committee  wouhl,  in  their  discretion,  hear 
the  said  counsel  not  exceeding  ten  minutes  upon  any  one  cose. 

Mr.  Furnvll  ]iresented  to  the  committee  a  written  commu- 
nication (marked  No.  1)  asking  a  postponement  of  tlie  case 
of  Jarrett  vs.  Purnell,  to  the  30th  January,  or  such  day 
thereafter  as  might  suit  the  convenience  of  the  committee. 

The  counsel  for  Mr.  Purnell  objected  to  the  admissibility 
iu  evidence  of  the  printed  deposition  of  the  several  witnesses 
examined  on  behalf  ot'  Mr.  Jarrett,  whose  testimony  is  print- 
ed in  the  book  produced  by  him,  but  the  objection  was  over- 
ruled bv  the  committee. 


The  counsel  for  Mr.  Purnell  claimed  the  right  to  enter  into  a 
general  investigation  as  to  the  legality  of  the  returns  of  the  elec- 
tion for  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury,  in  the  counties,  and  to  sum- 
mon witnesses  therefrom  ;  but  the  committee  decided  to  confine 
the  investigation  to  the  question  as  to  whether  there  was  or  was 
not  a  legal  election  in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  on  the  2d  day  of 
November,  1859. — Messrs.  Freaner,  Gordon,  Harding  and 
Groldsborough  voting  for,  and  Messrs.  Wilson,  of  Harford, 
and  Medders  against  the  proposition. 

The  following  witnesses  appeared  and  were  sworn  : 

Edward  Horney,  Eevd.  L.  D.  Meeyer,  Wm.  H.  Hooper, 
Cleo.  Evans,  Geo.  W.  Mowbray,  Hugh  J.  Morrison,  Jas.  J. 
Murphy,  Jas.  P.  Thomas,  Dr.  E.  E.  B.  Hintze,  Thos.  Dailey, 
S.  Tealde  Wallis,  T.  H.  Martin. 

It  was  here  offered,  to  produce  the  original  depositions  of 
witnesses  who  testified  before  Daniel  Myers,  J.  P.  in  the  con- 
tested election  cases  in  Baltimore,  on  the  2nd  day  of  Nov., 
1859  ;  but  the  counsel  for  the  claimants  admitted  that  the 
book  of  testimony,  (marked  A,)  offered  by  the  counsel  for  the 
contestants  is  a  fair  and  true  copy  of  the  original  depositions, 
and  therefore  waived  the  production  of  said  depositions,  sub- 
ject however  to  all  objections  to  w-hich  the  original  depositions 
might  be  liable. 

Edward  Horney,  having  been  previously  sworn,  was  called 
and  testified  as  follows: 

To  1st  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December  last, 
before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city,  by 
and  on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of  dele- 
gates to  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland  ;  and  cross-ex- 
amined on  behalf  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  1st  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  of  Nov.,  1859. 

Deponent  answers — I  was. 

To  2nd  interrogatory — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in 
the  volume  here  shown  to  you,  and  entitled  ' 'contested  elec- 
tion cases,"  commencing  at  page  11.  Please  state  whether 
you  have  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  whether  what 
you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first  in- 
terrogatory is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true  as 
therein  set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
please  state  in  what  particular  they  are  not,  and  correct  the 


said  (K'[«i.siti<iii,  no  that-  it  Rliall  truly  leprcRent  y(»iir  knowl- 
edge, and  tlu'  wlidlc  truth  in  the  premises. 

Deponent  answers — 1  liavc  rca'l  tlif  (h-positirm  ami  it  is 
correct  in  all  its  j)arts. 

Tlie  eounscd  fur  the  elaiuiants  tiled  an  objection  iu  writing 
to  tlie  (juestionM  marked  No.  I  and  No.  2,  which  were  over- 
ruled hy  the  committee: 

'IMic  c(»unsel  lor  the  contestant  iiaviuf^  [)ropoundt'd  thf  two 
(|uestiuns,  respectively  marked  No.  i  and  No.  2,  the  counsel 
tor  Thomas  (1.  (iaither,  (djjecteil  io  both  and  each  ut'  said 
questions,  on  the  l"ollo\vin<,'  fi;rounds  :  1st,  to  the  first  qucH- 
tion  upon  the  ground  that  the  same  is  irrelevant  to  the 
matters  depending;  before  the  committee  and  therefore  imper- 
tinent ;  and  to  the  2d  question  upon  the  ground,  that  the 
testimony,  so  })r(xluced  to  tlie  witness,  was,  and  its  ?r«  irifer 
alios  acta  ;  was,  and  is  testimony  given  in  relation  to  a  mat- 
ter in  which  this  exce})tant  was  nut  interested,  and  in  a  pro- 
ceeding to  which  this  exceptant  was  not  a  party  ;  and  be- 
cause the  (iuestions,  or  some  of  them,  are  leading,  and  because 
said  testimony,  in  itself,  was,  and  is  immaterial  to  the  mat- 
ters involved  in  this  enquiry. 

The  counsel  for  Wm.  H.  ruruell,  on  his  ]»art,  makes  and 
relies  on  the  above  objections. 

3Ir.  Hagncr  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Purnell,  stated  to  the  com- 
mittee, that  the  preliminary  objecti(Ui  having  been  overruled, 
the  counsel  for  the  claimants  declined  cross-examination, 
upon  the  ground  that  they  could  not  consistently  do  so,  with- 
out abandoning  the  objections  already  taken. 

Geovfje  Evans  was  called  and  testified  as  follows  : 

1st  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined  as  a  witness 
iu  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December  last, 
before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  tlie  peace  for  said  city,  by 
and  on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of  dele- 
gates to  the  House  ol  Delegates  of  Maryland  ;  and  cross-ex- 
amined on  belialf  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  4th  ward  "T  t  im-  'itv  of  IkiUI- 
inore,  on  the  2nd  day  of  Nov.,  IS.V.I. 

Deponent  answers — I  was. 

2nd  interrogatory — Loidc  at  the  de])osition  printed  in  the 
volume  here  shown  to  you,  and  entitled,  "contested  elec- 
tion cases,  in  13altimore,  November  2nd,  18oy,  '  commencing 
at  page  08.  Please  state  whether  viui  have  read  the  same,  and 
if  not,  please  read  the  same,  and  fell  the  committee  whether 
what  you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  refern-d  to  in  the  tirst 
interrogatory  is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  ileposed  to,  and  whether  rhc  tJK-ts  therein  set  (lown 


as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true  as 
therein  set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
please  state  in  what  particular  they  are  not,  and  correct  the 
said  deposition  ;  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  knowl- 
edge, and  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises. 

Deponent  answers — I  have  read  it,  and  it  is  true  in  all  its 
parts. 

George  W.  Moiohray,  was  called. 
(Examined  in  chief  by  contestants.) 

To  1st  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December  last 
before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city,  by  and 
on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of  delegates  to 
the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross-examined  on 
behalf  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain  occurrences  at 
the  polls  of  the  5th  ward  of  the  city  of  Baltimore,  on  the  2nd 
day  of  November,  1859  ? 

Deponent  answers — I  was. 

2nd.  Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in  the  volume  here 
shown  to  you  and  entitled  "Contested  election  cases,  in  Balti- 
more, November  2nd,  1859,"  commencing  at  page  72. 
Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same,  and  if  not, 
please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  whether  what 
you  desposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first 
interrogatory  is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  a,re  or  are  not  true  as  there- 
in set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down,  please 
state  in  what  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the  said 
deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  knowledge 
and  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises  ? 

A.  I  have  read  it  and  the  facts  therein  set  down  are  true 
with  the  exception  that  on  page  76  in  his  answer  to  the  third 
question  he  is  made  to  say  that  there  was  a  barricai^-e  when 
he  said  in  fact  that  there  was  no  barricade  ;  all  the  rest  is 
correct  and  true. 

Hugh  J,  Morrison^  was  called. 
(By  contestants.) 

To  1st  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December  last 
before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city,  by  and 
on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of  delegates  to 
the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross  examined  on 
behalf  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain  occurrences  at 


the  j)oll8  of  the  (Jth  ward  of  the  oitj  of  Bftltiinore,  ou  the  2ad 
day  of  NoveiiiLoi ',  1859? 

De})uiic'iJit  answer — I  was. 

2nd.  Look  at  the  deposition  ])riiited  in  the  voiiimu  here 
shown  to  you  and  entithd  ''Conteistcd  election  cases,  in  IjjiI- 
timore,  November  'intl,  185D,"  eominencin';  at  paj^e  'J^J. 
Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same,  and  if  not, 
please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  eommittee  whether  what 
you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first  in- 
terro}2;atory  is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  wliether  tlie  facts  therein  set  down 
as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  arc  or  aro  not  truo  as 
therein  set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
])lease  state  in  what  particulars  they  arc  not,  and  correct  the 
said  deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  y(jur  knowl- 
edge and  the  whole  truth  in  tlie  premises. 

A.   1  have  read  it  and  it  is  true  in  all  its  parts. 


Friday,  Jan.  27t.h,   isr.o. 

The  Committee  met  according  to  adjournment. 

Present — Messrs.  Freaner,  Wilson,  of  Harford,  Morgan, 
Medders  and  Harding. 

Thos.  Dailey  having  been  previously  sworn  testified  as  fol- 
lows : 

To  1st  interrogatory — "Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  Decomber 
last,  before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city, 
by  and  on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of 
delegates  to  the  House  of  Delegrtes  of  jMaryland,  and  cros.s- 
examined  on  behalf  of  tlio  sitting  members  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  'Jth  ward  of  tho  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  of  Noveml>er,  ISoW. 

He  answered — Yes. 

To  2nd  interrogatory — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in  the 
vohnne  liere  sliown  to  ymi  and  entitled  ''contested  election 
eases, in  Baltimore,  November2nd,  18r)0,"commeneingatpage 


146.  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same,  and  if  not, 
please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  whether  what 
you  deposod  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first 
interrogatory  is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  dov/n  therein  as 
hy  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  having  been  deposed  to  hy  you,  a,re  or  are  not  true  as 
therein  set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
please  state  in  what  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the 
said  deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  knowl- 
edge aud  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises. 

He  answered  affirmatively  in  all  parts. 

Cross-examination  declined  for  reasons  previously  assigned. 

James  P.  Thomas, 

To  1st  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimoi'e,  in  the  month  of  December 
last,  before  Daniel  Myers  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city, 
by  and  on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of 
delegates  to  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross- 
examined  on  behalf  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  8th  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  of  November,  1859. 

He  answered — He  v/as. 

To  2nd  interrogatory — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in  the 
volume  here  shown  to  you  and  entitled  "contested  election 
cases,  in  Baltimore,  November  2d,  1859,"  commencing  at  page 
317.  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same,  and  if  not, 
please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  whether  what 
you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first  in- 
terrogatory is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true  as 
therein  set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
please  state  in  Avhat  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the 
said  deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  know- 
ledge and  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises. 

He  answered  affirmatively  in  all  its  parts. 

James  F.  ?'7?.o??ia.s— (Interrogated  in  chief  on  the  part  of 
Wm.  H.  Purnell.) 

1st  interrogatory — State  whether  or  not  you  were  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Keform  Committee  at  the  election  in  November  last, 
in  the  city  of  Baltimore  ? 

Dep.  ans. — He  was;  there  was  acentrtd  and  sub-committee 
auxiliary  to  it. 

2nd  interrogatory — State  whether  or  not  you  were  a  mem- 
ber of  a  sub-committee  having  charge  of  the  printing  of  the 


tickcta  for  that  election?  If  yen,  state  how  thc^o  tic^cti 
were  j)riiitc'(l  uiil  ]).iiti(uhvrlv  wli-tsc  n.i:nc  was  piiiitcvl  oa 
tliem  lor  Cuin}»ti(ilk'r  ut  the  Tieasmy  ? 

Di'iioneiit  ans. — 1  was  a  moinbcr  an  1  chairman  of  the 
committee  on  j)rintin<r,  tlie  tickets  were  divitled  in  ])iojK)ition 
to  the  niimher  ^npj'Osed  to  he  wniil«<l  in  <  aeh  Wuid.  I  jnc- 
«ume  'i  of  the  aj,'{,'iegnle  with  Mr.  Janctt's  unci  V  with  Mr. 
Purneirs  name  on  as  Comptroller. 

3r(l  interrof^atory — State,  if  you  jlease,  for  wliom  you  vo- 
ted for  ComjitroUer  ? 

Dej)onent  ans. — I  voted  for  Pnrn(  11. 

4th  interrof^iitory — Do  you  kn')W  ot"  othf^r  memhcrs  of  tho 
Reform  Tarty  who  voted  Re!'orm  tickets  hearin;^'  Mr.  Pur- 
nell's  name  on  them  ?  It"  yea,  he  <;ood  enough  to  mention 
the  mimes  of  H(»me  of  those  wlio  so  vntcd. 

Dep.  ans. — I  know  of  one  only,  Sfcrlin-.^  Thoma!^,  depo- 
nent'n  father  ;  1  know  it  because  he  told  me  so  yesterday. 

5th  interrogatory — State  whether  Sterlin!^  Thomas  was  a 
candidate  on  the  Reform  ticket  at  that  election?  If  yoa, 
state  for  what  office  he  was  a  candidate? 

Dep.  ans. — He  was  a  candidate  for  judge  of  the  Orphans' 
court  of  Baltimore  city. 

0th  interrogatory — State  whetlicr  thelleform  tickets  having 
Mr.  Puriiell's  name  t^i  them  as  you  have  stale  I,  were  })laced 
and  circulated  at  the  dilforent  pells  in  the  same  manner  as 
Reform  Tickets  having  Mr.  Jarrett's  name  on  them  wore? 

Dep.  ans. — They  were  distributed  as  those  of  Mr.  Jarrett, 
deponent  being  a  judge  of  election  in  the  Sth  ward  cannot 
fipeak  more  dctinitely. 

7th  interrogatory — Yon  spolcc  just  now  to  the  committee  of 
the  reasons  influencing  your  vote  in  favor  of  Mr.  Purnell — 
will  you  be  kind  enoug'u  to  repL»at  then? 

Dep.  ans. — I  voted  for  Purnell  because,  asaReromicr,  I  felt 
free  to  vote  for  either  candidate  for  thee miptridlership.and  un- 
derstanding Mr.  Purnell  to  bean  eflicient  olliccrand  in  accor- 
dance with  my  usual  practice  in  voting  for  gotdmen,  I  voted 
lor  him.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  understood  as  having  intimated 
that  we  did  not  regard  Mr.  Jarrett  as  being  a  good  man. 

(Cross-examined  on  the  part  of  contestants.) 

1st  interrogatory — State,  if  you  please,  on  wh.at  principle 
the  Relbrm  committee  acted  in  the  preparation  and  printing 
of  their  tickets,  and  wliether,  either  in  tho  nomination  of 
candidates  or  in  the  printing  and  distribution  of  tickets,  they 
acted  with  any  reference  to  ordinary  political  distiuclions  ? 
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Dep.  ans.— The  Reform  committee  professed  to  take  no 
part  in  the  election  further  than  the  regulation  of  municipal 
offices,  and  therefore  had  their  tickets  for  Coniptrollei'  and 
memhers  of  Congre^^s  printed  to  conform  to  their  pi'ofessions, 
neither  in  the  nomination  of  candidates  nor  in  the  ])rinting 
and  distribniion  of  tickets  did  they  act  with  any  reference  to 
ordinary  political  distinctions. 

To  2d  interrogatory — You  were  a  judge  of  election  in  the 
8th  ward  ;  be  so  good  as  to  state  whether  any  and  if  any 
what  efforts  were  made,  and  especially  by  yourself  personal- 
ly to  bring  out  the  vote  of  that  ward  of  all  parties.  Was  or 
was  not  the  vote  in  that  ward  free,  open  and  fliir? 

Dep.  ans. — Efforts  were  made  by  ail  the  Reformers  of  that 
wartl,  (the  8th,)  and  by  himseli'  personally  in  seeing  tlie 
president  of  the  8th  ward  American  Council  Avilh  otiier 
Americans  prior  to  the  day  of  the  election  and  assuring  them 
that  on  his  [)art  they  sliouhl  have  every  facility  in  voting. 

The  voting  in  the  8th  Ward  was  free,  fair  and  open  with 
the  excejition  referred  to  in  my  deposition  ;  which  was  im- 
material. To  accomplish  this  they  had  a  strong  barricade 
erected,  which  answered  the  purpose  intended. 

James  J.  Murphy. 

To  1st  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  tlie  month  of  December  last 
before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  jicace  foi-  said  city,  by 
and  on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of  dele- 
gates to  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross-ex- 
amined on  behalf  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  7th  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  of  November,  1850  ? 

Deponent  saith — He  was. 

2nd.  Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in  the  volume  hero 
shown  to  you  and  entitled  "Contested  election  cases,  in  i'alti- 
more,  November  2nd,  185U,"  commencing  at  page  118. 
Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same,  and  if  not, 
please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  Avliether  what 
you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first 
interrogatory  is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  tacts  tlierein  set  down 
as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  aie  not  tiue  as 
thei-ein  set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
please  state  in  what  particulars  they  aie  not,  and  correct  the 
said  deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  know- 
ledge and  the  whole  truth  in  the  ])remises? 

Deponent  answers — Affirmatively  in  all  partSo 
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Cross-examination  dcclincil  for  reasons  previously  Btatod. 
TJiomas  If.  Marl  in. 

To  1st  iii(crro^al(ny — Were  roiior  not  cxamincil,  an  a  wit- 
ness, ill  tlie  city  of  liiiltiiiKMe,  in  tiic  month  of  Decenibcr 
last  belure  Daniel  Myei«,  a  jiisticT  of  the  peace  for  Kaid  city, 
hy  ami  on  helnil!'  of  the  p.uiifs  contesting  the  election  ol' 
(lelej^ates  to  the  House  of  iAle;;ate.s  of  Maiylaii'l,  ami  cro.s.s- 
exaniincd  on  helialf  of  tlic  .sittin;^  meniV»ers  toucliing  certain 
occurrences  attlie  jjollsof  the  lUth  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  tlie  2n(l  day  of  Novcniher,  1859? 

De[)onent  saith — lie  was. 

To  2nd  interro;;at()ry — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in  tho 
volume  here  shown  to  you  and  entitled,  "  Contested  election 
cases  in  Ilaltiniore,  Novojuber  2  1,  Itfo'J,"  commencing  at  i)agc 
l.VJ.  IMeasc  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same,  and  if 
not,  please  read  tlicsameand  tell  the  committee  wlietlier  wliat 
you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  relerred  to  in  the  first  in- 
terrogatory is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  yon  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  liaving  been  de])osed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true  as 
therein  set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
plcise  state  in  what  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  tho 
said  dejiosition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  know- 
ledge and  the  whole  truth  in  the  }>remises. 

Deponent  answer.s  afllrmativcly  in  all  its  parts,  as  far  as  it 
goes — by  whicli  he  mjans,  it  is  not  as  full  as  he  might  havo 
made  it. 

Cross-examination  declined,  for  reasons  previously  stated. 

Dr.  lUntzc. 

To  1st  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December  last 
before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city,  by 
and  on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of  dele- 
gates to  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cros.s-ex- 
amined  on  behalf  of  tlie  sitting  members  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  \)i\\  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  of  November,  1859. 

Dci)oncnt  saith — He  was. 

To  2n<l  interrogatory — Look  at  the  dejiosition  printed  in 
the  volume  heie  shown  to  you  and  entitled  "C)ntested  elec- 
tion cases,  in  Baltimore,  November  2nd,  1859,"  commencing 
at  page  140.  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same, 
and  if  not,  please  read  t!ie  same  and  tell  the  committee  whether 
■what  you  deposed  to  at  tho  cxauiiuaLiou  refcncd  to  ja  t^o 


first  interrogatory  is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein 
as  by  yon  so  deposed  to,  and  wliethcr  the  facts  therein  set 
down  as  having  been  deposed  to  by  yon,  are  or  are  not  true 
as  therein  set  down.  11  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
I^lease  state  in  wliat  particulars  tiiey  are  not,  and  correct  the 
said  deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  knowl- 
edge and  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises? 

Deponent — Ecad  it  last  night  and  answers  in  the  affirma- 
tive in  all  its  parts. 

Cross-examination  declined,  for  reasons  previously  stated. 

Bev.  Mr.  Maier. 

To  ist  interrogatory — "Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December  last 
before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city,  by 
and  on  behalf  of  the  jjurties  contesting  the  election  of  dele- 
gates to  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross-ex- 
amintd  on  behalf  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain 
occur]  eaces  at  tlie  polls  of  the  3rd  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  of  November,  1859? 

Deponent  saith — He  was. 

To  2nd  interrogatory — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in 
the  volume  here  shown  to  you  and  entitled  '^Contested  elec- 
tion cases,  in  Baltimore,  November  2nd,  1859,"  commencing 
at  i^age  46.  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same,  and 
if  not,  please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  whether 
what  you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first 
interrogatory  is  or  is  not  i'airly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true  as  there- 
in set  down.  If  they  are  not  tine,  or  faiily  set  down,  please 
state  in  what  particulars  tliey  are  not,  and  correct  the  said 
deposition,  so  tliat  it  shall  truly  represent  your  knowledge 
and  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises? 

Deponent — Has  read  it  and  answers  in  affirmative  in  all 
its  parts. 

Cross-examination  declined,  for  reasons  previously  stated. 

Joshua  Vansant. 

To  1st  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December  last 
before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  tbr  said  city,  by  and 
on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of  delegates  to 
the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross-examined  on 
behalf  of  the  sitting  meml)eis  tuuching  certain  occurrences  at 
the  polls  of  tlie  5th  ward  of  the  city  of  Baltimore,  on  the  2nd 
day  of  N ovem.bcr,  1859? 

Deponent  aaitli— He  was. 
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To  2n<l  interropiatorT — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in 
llio  voliuiic  here  wliown  to  yuu  and  ontitled  ''Con teste" I  elec- 
tion cases,  in  IJiiltimore,  Novcinher  2nd,  185'J,"  coinincncing 
.it  pu^e  'JO.  I'lease  state  wlietlier  you  li.ive  read  the  Kanic, 
and  if  not,  ])h'ase  n.-in\  tlie  same  and  ttll  the  eonunitf  ee  wliethcr 
uliat  you  (U'poseil  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first 
interro<ratury  is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
hj  you  80  deposed  to,  and  whether  tlie  laets  therein  set  down 
as  having  heen  deposed  to  hy  you,  are  or  are  not  trtie  as  there- 
in set  ih)u-n.  If  they  arc  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down,  phase 
state  in  what  ]iarlieuhiis  they  are  not,  and  correct  tlie  said 
deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  knowledge  and 
the  wliole  truth  in  the  premises? 

Deponent — Has  read  it  and  answers  affirmatively  in  all  its 
parts. 

Cross-examination  declined,  for  reasons  i)reviously  stated. 

Levi  D.  Ballard. 

To  1st  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  Deceinher  last 
hefor  Daniel  Myers,  a  jubtice  of  the  ])eace  for  said  city,  hy  and 
on  hehalf  of  the  ])drties  contesting  the  election  ol'delegates  to 
the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross-examined  on 
behalf  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain  occurrences  at 
the  })olls  of  the  Iblth  ward  of  the  city  of  liallimore,  on  iho 
2nd  day  of  November,  1859  ? 

Deponent  saith — He  was. 

To  2iid  interrogatory — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in 
the  volume  here  shown  to  you  and  entitled  "Contested  elec- 
tion cases,  in  ]5altimore,  November  2nd,  185^,"  commencing 
at  page  2G5.  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same, 
and  it  not,  please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  wlietlier 
what  you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first 
interrogatory  is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  dei)osed  to,  and  whetiier  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  n(»t  true  as  there- 
in set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down,  please 
state  in  what  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the  said 
deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  rejuesent  your  knowledge 
and  the  wlude  truth  in  the  juemiscsy 

Deponent — Has  rea«i  it  and  answers  affirmatively  in  all  its 
parts. 

Cross-examination  declined,  for  reasons  previously  stated. 

John  C.  Kranlz. 

To  Ist  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  w  it- 
nc8S,  in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  th<«  month  of  D«.eember 
Ittst,  before  Daui%l  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city, 
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by  and  on  belialf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of 
delegates  to  the  House  of  Delegates  of  MaryUmd.  and  cross- 
examined  on  behalf  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  2nd  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  of  November,  1859. 

Deponent  saith — He  was. 

To  2nd  interrogatory — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in  the 
volume  here  shown  to  you  and  entitled,  "Contested  election 
cases,  in  Baltimore,  November  2d,  185*J,'''  commencing  at  page 
37.  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same,  and  if  not, 
please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  whether  what 
you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  rel'erred  to  in  the  first  in- 
terrogatory, is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true  as 
therein  set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
please  state  in  what  particulars  tliey  are  not,  and  correct  the 
said  deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  know- 
ledge and  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises. 

Deponent  hath  just  read  it,  and  answers  in  the  affirma- 
tive in  all  its  parts. 

Cross-examination  declined,  for  reasons  previously  stated. 

Theodore  Woodall. 

To  1st  interrogatory. — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December 
last,  before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city, 
by  and  on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of 
delegates  to  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross- 
ex  imined  on  behalf  of  tlie  sitting  membei-s  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  Kith  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  of  November,  185'J. 

Deponent  saith — He  was. 

To  2nd  interrogatory — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in  the 
volume  here  shown  to  you  and  entitled,  "Contested  election 
cases,  in  Baltimore,  November  2d,  185U,  '  commencing  at  i)age 
256.  Please  state  whether  you  have  lead  the  same,  and  if  not, 
jdease  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  wliether  what 
you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  refei'red  to  in  the  lirst  in- 
terrogatory is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  wliether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  having  been  dej)osed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true  as 
therein  set  down.  It  they  are  not  true,  or  iairly  set  down, 
please  state  in  what  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the 
said  deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  know- 
ledge and  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises. 
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Deponent  saitli — It  is,  and  that  the  facts  therein  stated  aro 
true. 

S.  TcaJde  WalUs. 

To  1st  iiiUiiogiitoiy — Were  3-011  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Daltimore,  in  the  month  of  Deeember 
last,  licfoie  Daniel  M^eis,  a  justice  oi'  the  peace  for  paid  city, 
by  and  on  hchalf  of  the  ]iarties  contesting  the  election  of 
delegates  to  tlie  House  of  Dek'gatcs  of  Mary  hind,  and  cross- 
examined  on  hehalr'of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain 
occunences  at  the  ])olls  of  the  lOtu  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  of  November,  1859. 

Deponent  saith — lie  was. 

To  2nd  interrogatory — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in  the 
volume  here  shown  to  you  and  entitled,  '•Contested  election 
cases,  in  Baltimore,  November  2d,  185'J,"  commencing  at  page 
]()4.  riease  state  whether  you  have  lead  the  same,  and  if  not, 
please  read  tr.e  same  and  tell  the  eomniittie  whether  what 
you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  refened  to  in  the  first  in- 
teri'ogalory  is  or  is  not  iairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  h.aving  been  dcjiosed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true  as 
therein  set  down.  If  they  ai'c  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
]ilease  state  in  what  ])articulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the 
said  deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  know- 
ledge and  the  whole  tiuthin  the  })remises. 

A.  I  have  lead  it,  and  it  is  correctly  set  down,  except  that 
on  I'-age  ](!4,  in  n)y  answer  to  2nd  question,  I  am  made  to 
say,  tjiat  I  was  present  at  the  polls  with  shoit  intervals  of 
about  onc-lourth  oian  hour  each  ;  it  should  be  with  two  short 
intcivais,  with  that  exce[)tion,  and  some  unimportant  typo- 
giapliical  eiiois,  my  deposition  is  properly  feet  down  ;  the 
facts  therein  stated  are  true. 

TliCodoTC  Woodall. 

(Cross  examined  by  counsel  for  Mr.  Gaithcr.) 

1st.  interrogatory — In  answer  to  one  of  the  questions  stated 
in  the  book,  you  S})eak  of  having  twice  sna]t})ed  a  pistol, 
"Was  the  same  loaded  oi-  not?  Wiiat  kind  of  pist(d  was  it? 
With  how  many  balls  loaded?  Of  what  weight  were  the 
balls?  When  aie  where  did  you  procure  said  pistol?  For 
what  purpose  and  with  what  intent  did  you  have  it  with  you 
on  the  day  of  the  election  and  why  was  it  loaded? 

Dep.  answers — It  was  loaded.  It  was  a  Maynard  Primer,  one 
of  the  kind  that  John  Brown  had  at  Ilar])er's  Ferry.  It  was 
loaded  Avith  six  balls  one  in  each  chamber.  It  was  a  small 
sized  improved    Colt  bail.     I  procured  it  at  Harper's  Ferry 


It 

goon  after  the  invasion.  It  wat  giren  to  me  by  Col.  Barbour. 
I  was  employed  by  Gov.  Wise,  and  had  been  traveling  through 
the  country  and  had  no  arms  at  that  time  to  defend  myself 
"with  ;  and  lie  gave  me  this  pistol.  I  was  sent  into  Ohio  (in 
the  western  part)  and  into  the  Southern  part  of  Virginia  to 
Wytheville.  I  left  Harper's  Ferry  at  one  o'clock  A.  M.,  on 
the  morning  of  the  day  of  election,  and  arrived  at  Baltimore 
at  5.  A,  M.  and  had  the  pistol  with  me. 

2nd.  interrogatory — Between  5  o'clock  and  the  hour  you 
went  to  the  polls  were  you,  or  not  at  home?  Had  you,  or 
had  you  not  changed  your  clothes,  or  undressed  ? 

Dep.  answers — I  had  been  at  home  and  changed  my  clothes, 
I  wore  the  pistol  in  a  belt,  took  it  off  when  I  changed  my 
suit  and  put  it  on  when  I  went  to  the  polls. 

Cross-examination  of  Theodore  Woodall  declined  by  coun- 
sel for  Mr.  Purnell  for  reasons  previously  stated. 

S.  Tealde   Wallis. 

(Recalled  and  examined  in  chi»f  on  th«  part  of  Mr.  Pur- 
nell.) 

1st.  interrogatory — State  if  you  please  whether  the  Eeform 
committee  in  the  preparation  and  printing  of  their  tickets,  so 
far  as  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  was  concerned,  acted 
with  any  reference  to  the  political  distinctions  of  Democrat 
and  American  ? 

Deponenr  answers — I  was  not  a  member  of  the  Reform  com- 
mittee, but  I  think  I  know  what  was  their  plan  in  the  print- 
ing and  disti'ibution  of  their  tickets,  their  object  was  what  it 
professed  to  be,  a  reform  in  municipal  offices  ;  and  all  offices 
connected  with  the  city  ;  the  question  of  the  Comptrollership 
and  of  tlie  election  to  Congress  were  not  embraced  in  their 
pur[)oses  ;  and  every  Reformer  was  left  entirely  free  to  adopt 
his  preference  in  regard  to  those  offices  ;  for  this  purpose  the 
Reform  tickets  were  printed,  part  with  Mr.  Purnell's  name, 
and  the  names  of  Messrs.  Davis  and  Harris  upon  them  and 
part  witli  the  names  of  Messrs.  Jarrett,  Harrison  and  Pres- 
ton. 

To  answer  the  latter  part  of  the  question  directly,  I  reply, 
that  the  Reform  tickets  were  not  prepared  or  printed  with  re- 
ference to  political  distinctions  so  far  as  the  Comptrollership  wai 
concerned. 

The  Committee  thon  ftdjoujrntd  to  xa««t  again  on  Tuesday 
evening,  Jan.  Slit. 
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TUESDAY,  January  2l8t,  1860. 

The  committee  met. 

Present:  Mr.  Freaner,  Chairman. 

Mr.  Gaither  is  not  present  in  person,  nor  by  counsel,  and 
the  presence  of  a  quorum  is  waived. 

Dr.  John  Morris,  was  called,  and  having  been  previously 
sworn,  testified  as  follows  : 

(Examined  in  chief  by  contestants.) 

To  1st  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December 
last,  before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city^ 
by  and  on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of 
delegates  to  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross- 
examined  on  behalf  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  9th  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  November,  1859. 

Deponent  answers — He  was. 

.  To  2nd  interrogatory — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in  the 
volume  here  shown  to  you  and  entitled  '^'Contested  election 
cases,  in  Baltimore,  November  2d,  1859,"  commencing  at  page 
149.  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same,  and  if  not, 
please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  whether  what 
you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first  in- 
terrogatory is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true  as 
therein  set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
please  state  in  what  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the 
said  deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  know- 
ledge and  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises. 

Deponent  answers — I  have,  they  are  true  in  every  particu- 
lar. 

Dr.  J.  Haneon  Thomas  was  called  and  sworn,  and  testified 
as  follows : 

In  chief  by  contestants. 

To  Ist  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December 
last,  before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city, 
by  and  on  behalf  of  the  partieai  contesting  the.  election  oi' 
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delegates  to  the  He«»e  of  Deleg^tds  of  Mmjlntidf  aad  titm^- 
examined  ow  behalf  of  the  sitting  memhers  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  11th  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2n(i  day  of  Novemher,  1859. 

Deponent  answers— He  was. 

To  2nd  interrogatory-— Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in  the 
volume  here  shown  to  you  and  entitled  ''Contested  election 
cases,  in  Baltimore,  November  2d5 1859,"  commencing  at  page 
183.  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same,  and  if  not, 
please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  whether  what 
you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first  in- 
terrogatory is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true  as 
therein  set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
please  state  in  what  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the 
said  deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  know- 
ledge and  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises. 

Deponent  answers — I  have  read  it  and  I  would  state  that 
mj  evidence  as  therein  set  down,  is  substantially  true,  I  be- 
lieve as  true  as  I  could  make  it  from  my  recollection  of  the 
facts,  not  expecting  to  be  called  upon  to  give  an  affidavit  of 
the  facts.  I  would  also  state  that  as  some  correspondence  has 
taken  place  in  the  Sun,  between  Mr.  Eshbaugh  and  myself, 
and  the  Eev.  Mr.  Clarke,  President  of  Loyola  College,  as  to 
certain  questions  put  to  him  by  Mr.  Eshbaugh  questioning 
his  right  to  vote ;  and  that  I  am  convinced  that  my  testimony 
was  substantially  correct.  Wm.  H.  Norris  and  C.  Hughes 
Armistad,  Reform  challenger,  were  present  and  have  since 
confirmed  my  statement. 

Peter  G.  Sauerwein  was  called  and  having  been  sworn  de- 
posed as  follows : 

(Examined  in  chief  by  contestants.) 

To  1st  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December  last 
before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city,  by 
and  on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of  dele- 
gates to  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross-ex- 
amined on  behalf  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  12th  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  of  November,  1859? 

Deponent  answers — I  was. 

To  2nd  interrogatory — liook  at  the  deposition  printed  in 
the  volume  here  shown  to  you  and  entitled  ''Contested  elec- 
tion cases,  in  Baltimore,  November  2nd,  1859,"  commencing; 
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at  page  200.  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same,  and 
if  not,  please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  whether 
what  you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first 
interrogatory  is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to^,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true  as  there- 
in set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down,  please 
state  in  what  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the  said 
deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  knowledge 
and  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises. 

Deponent  answers — I  have  read  it  and  it  is  true  with  one 
exception,  that  is  that  Boyle  instead  of  being  a  nominee  for 
the  City  Council,  was  a  candidate  for  the  nomination.  I  have 
read  Mr.  Yellott's  statement,  attempting  to  impeach  the 
credibility  of  my  testimony ;  it  does  not  go  to  the  important 
fact  testified  to  by  me ;  but  merely  to  collateral  and  unimpor- 
tant facts,  I  would  state  that  I  am  satisfied  that  my  testi- 
mony is  true  in  every  particular, 

George  H.  Kyle  was  called  and  having  been  sworn  testified 
as  follows: 

(Examined  in  chief  by  contestants,) 

To  1st  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December  last 
before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city,  by 
and  on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of  dele- 
gates to  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross-ex- 
amined on  behalf  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  15th  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  of  November,  1859? 

Deponent  answers— I  was. 

To  2nd  interrogatory — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in 
the  volumehere  shown  to  you  and  entitled  "Contested  elec- 
tion cases,  in  Baltimore,  November  2nd,  1859,"  commencing 
at  page  237,  Please  sta,te  whether  you  have  read  the  same, 
and  if  not,  please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  whether 
what  you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first 
interrogatory  is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true  as  there- 
in set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down,  please 
state  in  what  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the  said 
deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  knowledge 
and  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises. 

Deponent  answers—I  have  road  it.  They  are  true.  I  am 
satisfied  that  at  least  seven  hundred  Eeform  votes  would  have 


been  polled  in  tlie  IStli  ward,  instead  of  one  hundred  as  re- 
turned, but  for  tlie  accident  to  my  brother  and  myself.  At 
least  two  hundred  Eeform  voters  have  told  me  that  they  would 
have  voted,  but  for  the  attack  on  my  brother  and  myself. 

Lawrence  Sangston  was  called  and  having  been  sworn  tes- 
tified as  follows  : 

(Examined  in  chief  by  contestants.) 

To  1st  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December 
last,  before  Daniel  Myers  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city, 
by  and  on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election,  of 
delegates  to  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross- 
examined  on  behalf  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  14th  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  of  November,  1859, 

Deponent  answers — I  was. 

To  2nd  interrogatory — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in  the 
volume  here  shown  to  you  and  entitled  ' 'contested  election 
cases,  in  Baltimore,  November  2d,  1859,"  commencingatpage 
234.  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same,  and 
if  not,  please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  whether 
what  you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the 
first  interrogatory  is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  there- 
in as  by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set 
down  as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true  as 
therein  set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
please  state  in  what  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the 
said  deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  knowl- 
edge and  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises.. 

Deponent  answers^ — I  have  read  it  and  afiirm  the  evidence 
in  every  particular. 

(Examined  in  chief  by  counsel  for  Mr 4  Purnell') 
'-'''  1st  interrogatory — State  if  you  please  whether  you  were  a 
member  of  the  Reform  party  or  Eeform  committee  in  the  city 
of  Baltimore  ?  If  yea,  state  whether  the  object  of  that  party 
so  far  as  you  know,  extended  beyond  a  reform  in  the  munici- 
pal offices  connected  with  the  reformation  of  the  city. 

Deponent  answers — I  was  a  member  of  the  Eeform  party. 
The  Eeform  movement  was  confined  to  the  election  of  City 
Officers  and  members  of  the  Legislature.  It  was  not  design- 
ed to  embrace  State  offices. 

2nd  interrogatory— State  if  you  please  for  whom  you  voted 
on  that  occasion  for  Comptroller  ?  and  state  whether  you 
krio'w  of  other  Eeformers  who  voted  as  you  did,  and  if  yea;, 
state  the  names  of  such  of  them  as  you  know  ?  '  • 
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Deponent  answers — I  voted  for  Mr.  Purnell.  I  know  of 
three  Mr.  Hamilton,  (J.  Douglass  Hamilton  and  two  broth- 
ers) and  Doc.  J.  Irvin  Smith.  I  cannot  of  my  own  knowledge 
at  this  time  recall  the  names  of  any  others.  Tickets  were 
printed  by  the  Reform  association  with  names  for  Congress 
and  State  offices  to  suit  all  parties. 

To  3rd  interrogatory — State,  if  you  please,  from  which  po- 
litical organization  the  Eeforra  party  was  principally  made 
up  ? 

Deponent  answers — In  the  18th  ward  it  was  principally 
made  up  of  members  of  the  American  party,  or  of  those  who 
had  affiliated  with  it.  So  far  as  his  knov/ledge  extends,  a 
large  majority  of  the  members  of  the  Eeform  party  came  from 
the  American  party,  that  is,  in  the  early  stages  of  the  move- 
ment. I  should  think  that  three-fourths  of  those  belonging 
to  the  Reform  party  were  members  of  the  American  party. 
Old  Line  Whigs  and  opponents  of  the  Democratic  party, 

4th  interrogatory — Can  you  recall  the  names  of  any  Re- 
formers who  had  determined  to  vote  for  Mr.  Puruell,  or  were 
supporters  of  him,  but  did  not  vote  at  that  election  by  reason 
of  being  forcibly  kept  from  the  polls  ? 

The  counsel  for  Mr.  Purnell  contended  for  the  admissibili- 
ty of  evidence  going  to  show  that  voters  Avho  designed  and  in- 
tended voting  for  Mr.  Purnell,  were  kept  away  from  the  polls. 
The  witness  having  answered  preliminarily  that  he  could  only 
answer  this  question  by  what  others  told  him,  it  was  over- 
ruled by  the  committee. 

■  Mi'.  Alexander,  of  counsel  for  Mr.  Gaither,  objected  to  the 
committee  acting  Avithout  a  quorimi. 

The  absent  members  were  sent  for,  and  Messrs.  Gordon  and 
Harding  attending,  a  quorum  was  had  and  the  committee  pro- 
ceeded. 

To  5th  interrogatory — Can  you  state  whether  you  have  ex- 
amined the  Reform  tickets  voted  in  the  18th  ward  ?  If  yea, 
state  whether  any  of  them,  and  how  many  of  them,  had  the 
name  of  Mr.  Purnell  on  them? 

Deponent  answers — I  have  not  seen  them. 

6th  interrogatory — Canyon  estimate  what  proportion  of  the 
Reformers  proclaimed  themselves,  or  were  supporters  of  Mr. 
Purnell  ? 

To  this  question  objection  was  made  and  the  question  over- 
ruled. ■ 

To  7th  interrogatory— Do  you  know  of  any  Reformers  who 
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would  liave  voted  for  Mr.  Purnell,  but  did  not  vote  for  him 
by  reason  of  being  forcibly  kept  from  tlie  polls  ? 

Deponent  answers — Two  gentlemen  (Keformers)  have  in" 
formed  me  within  the  last  week,  that  they  would  have  voted 
for  Mr.  Purnell,  but  were  kept  from  the  polls  by  intimidation. 
I  can  only  recall  to  mind  two  persons,  who  since  the  election 
have  told  me  that  they  intended  to  vote  for  Mr.  Purnell,  and 
who  said  they  were  kept  from  the  polls. 

By  Mr.  Freaner,  chairman. 

Question — To  what  political  party  did  you  belong  previous 
to  your  joining  the  Eeformers  ? 

Deponent  answers — To  the  American  party. 

Further,  in  reply,  the  witness,  Laiorence  Sangston,  said, 
that  he  desired  to  state  that  he  had  had  no  special  conversa- 
tion with  persons,  nor  made  inquiries  upon  the  subject  at  all, 
but  had  these  conversations  casually. 

The  chairman  objected  to  this  part  of  the  answer  being  put 
down,  as  the  question  had  been  already  answered  by  the  wit- 
ness ;  and  the  committee  sustained  the  objection  and  refused 
to  allow  the  answer  to  be  recorded  ; 

Whereupon,  Wm.  H.  Purnell,  enters  this,  his  protest  and 
objection,  to  this  ruling  of  the  committee,  and  desires  it  to  be 
filed  in  this  case. 

W.  H.  PUENELL. 

31st  Jan'y,  1860. 

Doct.  Baxley  was  called  and  sworn. 
(Examined  in  chief  by  contestants.) 

To  1st  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December  last, 
before  Daniel  Myers  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city,  by  and 
on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of  delegates  to 
the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross-examined  on 
behalf  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain  occurrences  at 
the  polls  of  the  14th  ward  of  the  city  of  Baltimore,  on  the  2nd 
day  of  November,  1859  ? 

Deponent  answers — I  was. 

To  2nd  interrogatory — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in  the 
volume  here  shown  to  you  and  entitled  "Contested  election 
cases,  in  Baltimore,  November  2d,  1859,"  commencing  atpage 
224.  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same,  and  if  not, 
please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  whether  what 
you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first  in- 
terrogatory is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whetlier  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as   having   been   deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  are   not   true   as 
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thereifi  set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
please  state  in  what  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the 
said  deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  knowl- 
edge and  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises. 

Deponent  answers — The  statement  is  correct  with  this  ex- 
ception, that  on  page  225,  I  am  made  to  say  that  Sonny 
White  was  shot  in  the  right  eye,  when  I  did  say  that  he  was 
shot  in  the  left. 

Cross-examination  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Purnell  declined  for 
reasons  previously  stated. 

Wm.  G.  Foshenner  was  called  and  sworn. 

To  1st  interrogatory— Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December 
last,  hefore  Daniel  Myers  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city, 
by  and  on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of  dele- 
gates to  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross-exam- 
ined on  behalf  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain  occur- 
rences at  the  polls  of  the  15tli  ward  of  the  city  of  Baltimore, 
on  the  2nd  day  of  November,  1859. 

Deponent  answers — I  was. 

To  2nd  interrogatory — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in  the 
volume  here  shown  to  you  and  entitled  ''Contested  election 
cases,  in  Baltimore,  November  2nd,  1859,"  commencing  at 
page  276.  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same,  and 
if  not,  please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  whether 
what  you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the 
first  interrogatory  is  or  is  not  fiiirly  and  truly  set  down  there- 
in as  by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set 
down  as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true 
as  therein  set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
please  state  in  what  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the 
said  deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  knowl- 
edge and  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises. 

Deponent  answers — I  have  read  it  and  the  facts  as  therein 
set  down  are  true, 

B.  H.  Cushing  was  called  and  sworn. 

To  1st  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December  last 
before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city,  by 
and  on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of  dele- 
gates to  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross-ex- 
amined on  behalf  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  13th  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  of  November,  1859? 

Deponent  answers — I  was.  ■  ■ 


To  2nd  inten'©gat6i7«-Xi©ok  et  the  deposition  printed  in 
the  volume  here  shown  to  you  and  entitled  ^^Contested  elec- 
tien  cases,  in  Baltimore,  November  2nd,  1859,"  commencing 
at  page  219.  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same, 
and  if  not,  please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  whether 
what  you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first 
interrogatory  (is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true  as  there- 
in set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down,  please 
state  in  what  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the  said 
deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  knowledge 
and  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises? 

Deponent  answers— I  have  read  it  and  answers  affirmative- 
ly in  all  parts. 

Dr.  John  B.  Williams  was  called  and  sworn. 

To  1st  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December  last 
before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city,  by 
and  on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of  dele- 
gates to  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross-ex- 
amined on  behalf  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  13th  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  of  November,  1859? 

Deponent  answers — I  was. 

To  2nd  interrogatory — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in 
the  volume  here  shown  to  you  and  entitled  ''Contested  elec- 
tion cases,  in  Baltimore,  November  2nd,  1859,"  commencing 
at  page  217.  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same, 
and  if  not,  please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  whether 
what  you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first 
interrogatory  is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true  as  there- 
in set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down,  please 
state  in  what  2)articulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the  said 
deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  knowledge 
and  the  Avhole  truth  in  the  premises? 

Deponent  ansv/ers — I  have  read  it,  and  the  facts  therein 
stated  are  true. 

Wm.  Swindell  was  called  and  sworn. 

To  1st  interrogatory— Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December  last, 
before  Daniel  Myers,   a  justica  of  the  poace  for  said  city,  by 


and  OB  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of  dele- 
gates to  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross-ex- 
amined on  behalf  of  the  sitting  members,  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  17th  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  of  November,  1859? 

Deponent  answers — 1  was. 

To  2nd  interrogatory — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in 
the  volume  here  shown  to  you,  and  entitled,  "  Contested  elec- 
tion cases  in  Baltimore,  November  2nd,  1859,"  commencing 
at  page  253.  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same, 
and  if  not,  please  read  the  same,  and  tell  the  committee  wheth- 
er what  you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the 
first  interrogatory  is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  there- 
in as  by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set 
down  as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true  as 
therein  set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
please  state  in  what  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the 
said  deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  know- 
ledge and  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises. 

Deponent  answers — I  have  read  it,  and  the  evidence  there- 
in contained  is  true,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 

Joseph  H.  Bean  was  called  and  sworn. 

To  1st  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December  last 
before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city,  by 
and  on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of  dele- 
gates to  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross-ex- 
amined on  behalf  of  the  .fitting  members  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  13th  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  of  November,  1859  ? 

Deponent  answers — I  was. 

To  2nd  interrogatory — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in  the 
volume  here  shown  to  you  and  entitled,  ''Contested  election 
cases,  in  Baltimore,  November  2d,  1859,''  commencing  at  page 
207.  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same,  and  if  not, 
please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  whether  what 
you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first  in- 
terrogatory is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  heaving  been  deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true  as 
therein  set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
please  state  in  what  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the 
said  deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  know- 
ledge and  tliQ  whole  truth  in  the  premises. 
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Bepoiieiit  aniswers-— I  have  read  it  s^ndi  th^  evidence  therein 
stated  is  true. 

John  P.  BrotJierton  was  called  and  sworn. 

To  Ist  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December  last, 
before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city,  by 
and  on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of  dele- 
gates to  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross-ex- 
amined on  behalf  of  the  sitting  members,  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  18th  ^vard  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  of  ISTovember,  18.59  ? 

Deponent  answers — I  was. 

To  2nd  interrogatory — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in  the 
volume  here  shown  to  you,  and  entitled,  '^  Contested  election 
cases  in  Baltimore,  jS^ovember  2nd,  1859,"  commencing  at 
page  268,  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same,  and 
if  not,  please  read  the  same,  and  tell  the  committee  whether 
what  you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first 
interrogatory  is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  aiS 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true  as  there- 
in set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down,  please 
state  in  what  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the  said 
deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  knowledge  and 
the  whole  truth  in  the  premises. 

Deponent  answers— I  have  read  it,  and  the  evidence  as  sta- 
ted therein  is  true. 

Felix  McCurley  was  called  and  sworn. 

To  1st  interrogatory — "Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December 
last,  before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city, 
by  and  on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of 
delegates  to  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross- 
examined  on  behalf"  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  IStli  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  of  November,  1859? 

Deponent  answers — I  was. 

To  2nd  interrogatory — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in  the 
volume  here  shown  t-o  you  and  entitled,  ^'Contested  election 
cases,  in  Baltimore,  November  2d,  1859,"  commencing  at  page 
259.  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same,  and  if  not, 
please  read  the  ►same  and  tell  the  committee  whether  what 
you  deposed  to  at  tlie  examination  referred  to  in  the  first  in- 
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terrogatory  is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  having  been  deposed  to  by  you,  are  or  are  not  true  as 
therein  set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
please  state  in  what  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the 
said  deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  jour  know- 
ledge and  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises. 

Deponent  answers — I  have  read  it  and  it  is  correct. 

Ghas.   W.  G.  Baughman  was  called  and  sworn. 

To  1st  interrogatory — V/ere  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December  last 
before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city,  by  and 
on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of  delegates  to 
the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross-examined  on 
behalf  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain  occurrences  at 
the  polls  of  the  19th  ward  of  the  city  of  Baltimore,  on  the  2d 
day  of  Novem.ber,  1859? 

Deponent  answers — I  was. 

To  2nd  interrogatory — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in  the 
volume  here  shown  to  you  and  entitled,  ' '  Contested  election 
cases,  in  Baltimore,  November  2d,  1859,"  commencing  at  page 
282.  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same,  and  if  not, 
please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  whether  what 
you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first  in- 
terrogatory, is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  whether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  having  been  deposed  to  by  yon,  are  or  are  not  true  as 
therein  set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
please  state  in  what  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the 
said  deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  know- 
ledge and  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises. 

Deponent  answers — I  have  read  it ;  they  are  correctly  set 
down,  and  they  are  true. 

Benj.  Horn  was  called  and  sworn. 

To  1st  interrogatory — Were  you  or  not  examined,  as  a  wit- 
ness, in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  in  the  month  of  December 
last  before  Daniel  Myers,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  said  city, 
by  and  on  behalf  of  the  parties  contesting  the  election  of 
delegates  to  the  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland,  and  cross- 
examined  on  behalf  of  the  sitting  members  touching  certain 
occurrences  at  the  polls  of  the  20th  ward  of  the  city  of  Balti- 
more, on  the  2nd  day  of  November,  1859  ? 

Deponent  answers-^ — I  was. 


To  2nd  interrogator)^ — Look  at  the  deposition  printed  in  the 
volume  here  shown  to  you  and  entitled,  "  Contested  election 
cases  in  Baltimore,  November  2d,  1859,"  commencing  at  page 
287.  Please  state  whether  you  have  read  the  same,  and  if 
not,  please  read  the  same  and  tell  the  committee  whether  what 
you  deposed  to  at  the  examination  referred  to  in  the  first  in- 
terrogatory is  or  is  not  fairly  and  truly  set  down  therein  as 
by  you  so  deposed  to,  and  vi^hether  the  facts  therein  set  down 
as  having  been  deposed  to  by  yoit,  are  or  are  not  true  as 
therein  set  down.  If  they  are  not  true,  or  fairly  set  down, 
please  state  in  what  particulars  they  are  not,  and  correct  the 
said  deposition,  so  that  it  shall  truly  represent  your  know- 
ledge and  the  whole  truth  in  the  premises. 

Deponent  answers — I  have  read  it  and  they  are  true. 

Wm.  SwlndeU  recalled  and  examined  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Purnell. 

State  whether  or  not  you  were  a  member  of  theEeform  par- 
ty or  Eeform  committee,  at  the  late  election?  If  yea,  state  for 
whom  you  voted  for  Comptroller  and  whether  you  voted  a  Ee- 
form or  American  ticket. 

Deponent  answers — I  was  ;  I  voted  for  Mr.  Purnell  and  vo- 
ted a  Eeform  ticket. 

Wm.  H.  Owens  was  called  and  g worn,  and  examined  on  the 
part  of  contestants. 

1st  interrogatory — Were  you  a  legal  voter  in  the  18th  ward 
of  Baltimore  on  the  2nd  November,  1859  ? 

Deponent  answers — I  was. 

2d  interrogatory — Was  there  any  obstacle  to  a  free  and  fair 
vote  of  that  ward  ?  If  so  state  the  nature  and  extent  of  such 
obstacle. 

Deponent  answers — There  were  considerable  obstacles,  in- 
deed ;  there  was  no  chance  to  deposit  the  legal  vote  of  the 
ward.  I  was  at  the  polls  at  half  past  8  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, and  found  them  obstructed  by,  and  in  the  hands  of  an 
infuriated  mob.  Mr.  Felix  McCurley  and  myself  took  Eeform 
tickets  at  the  polls,  and  held  them  for  a  few  moments  ;  when 
Mr.  McCurley  was  attacked  by  a  man  of  the  name  of  Deaver 
Avho  said  that  those  tickets  should  not  be  held  by  him  (Mr. 
Curley)  at  those  polls.  Deaver  was  backed  up  by  the  mob 
and  McCurley  was  severely  and  horribly  beaten  by  them.  I 
remained  at  the  polls  until  about  half  past  ten  o'clock  when 
being  convinced  that  no  election  would  take  place  that  day,  I 
left. 


Wm.  H.  Hooper  was  called  and  sworn. 
(Examined  on  the  part  of  contestants.) 


1st.  interrogatory — Were  you  a  legal  voter  in  the  3rd  ward 
of  Baltimore  on  the  2nd  Not.  1859  ? 

Deponent  answers — I  was  and  have  been  for  15  years. 

2nd  interrogatory — Was  there  any  obstacle  to  a  free  and 
fair  vote  of  the  ward  ?  If  so,  state  the  nature  and  extent  of 
the  obstacle. 

Deponent  answers — I  went  to  the  polls  about  16  minutes 
past  ten  o'clock,  and  found  a  barricade  in  front  of  the  window 
running  parallel  with  the  house  and  between  7  or  8  feet  high. 
I  went  up  through  the  passage  way  and  voted  ;  each  side, 
the  side  towards  the  house  and  the  side  of  the  barricade  was 
lined  with  members  of  the  American  party.  I  voted  and 
went  to  the  upper  or  northern  end  of  the  barricade  and  stop- 
ped there  a  few  moments  to  look  on.  Some  one  of  them 
whom  I  do  not  know,  who  had  his  hands  full  of  American 
tickets,  said.  Hooper  we  have  allowed  you  to  vote  and  you 
must  now  leave.  I  then  went  to  the  front  of  the  barricade 
close  to  the  curb-stone  and  stood  there  some  10  to  16  minutes 
when  a  party  of  men  from  the  upper  end  of  the  ward  came 
down  and  said  let  us  clear  the  polls  of  the  d — d  Keformers. 
They  all  went  within  the  barricade  but  I  could  not  see  wheth- 
er they  voted  or  not ;  they  came  out  in  front  of  the  barricade 
and  commenced  changing  their  hats  and  coats  ;  then  they 
went  up  the  aisle  again  with  American  tickets  in  their  hands. 
This  they  did  several  times  while  I  was  there.  They  Avere 
then  joined  by  another  crowd  from  the  2nd  ward  (Rough 
Skins)  and  then  commenced  hauling  and  pulling  persons 
about  in  the  crowd  and  cursing ;  they  then  obstructed  the 
polls  so  much  that  it  was  impossible  for  any  one  to  approach 
them  ;  one  of  them  said^  now,  let  us  clear  the  polls;  they  then 
made  a  rush  for  the  street  and  knocked  down  several  persons; 
after  that  time  there  was  no  chance  for  persons  to  get  to  the 
polls,  so  far  as  I  could  see.  I  remained  there  until  half  past 
11  o'clock  and  becoming  satisfied  that  there  was  no  fair  elec- 
tion I  left.  I  Avent  back  in  the  evening  and  remained  there 
a  few  moments,  and  finding  things  as  they  were  in  the  morn- 
ing, I  left. 

H.  P.  Brooks  Avas  called  and  sAvorn. 

(Examined  on  the  part  of  contestants.) 

To  1st  interrogatory — Were  you  a  legal  voter  in  the  12th 
ward  of  Baltimore,  on  the  2nd  NoA^ember,  1859  ? 

Answer — X  was. 


30 

2nd  interrogatory  by  contestants — Was  there  g.ny  obstacle 
to  a  free  and  fair  rote  of  the  ward?  If  so,  state  the  nature 
and  extent  of  such  obstacle. 

A.  I  occupied  a  position  at  the  window  as  challenger  for 
the  Reform  party,  at  from  10  to  15  minutes  after  the  polls 
opened  up  to  about  half-past  12  o'clock,  and  from  then  from 
three  to  about  a  quarter  before  six.  There  was  a  number  of 
men,  who  held  the  polls  opposite  to  me;  and  when  particular 
voters  would  approach  the  polls,  one  or  more  of  them  would 
step  out  and  knock  them  down.  There  was  one  policeman 
who  took  his  place  opposite  to  me,  who  complained  that  others 
of  the  police  would  not  come  to  his  assistance,  to  enable  men 
who  were  assaulted  to  vote.  He  succeeded  in  getting  some 
8  or  10  voters  who  were  assaulted  to  vote,  though  some  of 
them  Avere  severely  beaten,  and  had  their  clothes  partly  torn 
off  while  in  his  hands. 

One  of  the  candidates  on  the  American  ticket  and  two  of 
the  policemen  and  one  of  the  judges  of  election,  ordered  the 
policeman  before  referred  to,  to  go  away,  that  he  was  creating 
disturbance. 

He  left  about  half-past  11  o'clock.  I  left  myself  about 
half-past  12  o'clock,  M.,  and  announced  at  the  window,  that 
I  would  not  remain,  as  I  could  not  protect  the  voters.  At 
intervals  during  the  day  challengers  on  the  American  side 
would  get  on  the  window  and  curse  the  judges  for  allowing 
two  to  be  overruled  by  one.  The  Reform  judge  would  some- 
times put  the  book  at  a  number  of  men  who  offered  to  vote, 
as  to  their  right  to  vote ;  and  the  outsiders  objected  to  their 
being  sworn  and  would  curse  the  judges  for  persisting  in  it. 
The  parties  would  occasionally  refuse  to  swear,  would  retire 
from  the  window  and  would  again  offer  to  vote  a  few  minutes 
afterwards. 

I  saw  during  the  day  a  number  of  voters  brought  up  to  the 
polls,  whose  faces  were  cut  and  mangled  all  to  pieces.  I  do 
not  know  what  Avard  they  came  from,  though  I  know  that 
they  came  from  the  immediate  neighborhood  of  the  polls.  I 
do  not  know  that  they  Avere  cooped  in  the  12th  ward.  The 
violence  at  the  polls  Avas  of  such  a  character  as  to  make  any 
one  feel  that  his  life  might  be  taken  at  any  moment  without 
the  protection  of  the  authorities. 

After  the  police  officer  left  no  persons  who  were  assaulted 
got  their  votes  in.     There  was  about  a  dozen  assaulted. 

Mr.  Stockbridge,  of  counsel  for  the  contestants,  here  an- 
nounced that  he  would  close  the  case  on  the  part  of  the  con- 
testants. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  to  meet  again  on  Thursday 
evening,  February  2nd. 
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THURSDAY,  Feb.  2,  1860. 

The  committee  met. 

Present :  Messrs.  Freaner,  diairman,  Wilsorij  of  Harford, 
Morgan  and  Medders. 

The  Committee,  not  being  prepared  to  decide  as  to  the  lati- 
tude to  be  allowed  the  claimants,  in  the  further  investigation 
of  the  case, 

Adjourned  to  meet  again  on  Tuesday  evening,  Feb.  7th. 


WEDNESDAY  EVENING,  Feb.  8,  1860. 

The  committee  met. 

Present :  Messrs.  Freaner,  chairman,  Gordon,  Harding, 
Morgan,  Wilson,  of  Harford,  and  Medders. 

The  chairman  announced  the  determination  of  the  commit- 
tee to  confine  the  further  investigation  of  the  cases  before  the 
committee  to  the  fact  as  to  whether  there  was  or  was  not  an 
election  in  Baltimore,  on  the  2nd  day  of  November,  1859. 
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